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File No.: 2l la. Il38(RMB)hlt 

Hr. Thomas Peterson, Vice-Pre s ident 
Levin Richmohd Terminal Corporation ~ 
402 Wright Avenue 
Richmo nd, CA 94804 

Dear Mr. Peterson: 

__ D()HS 

__ RWQCB 

T hi s 1s a follow-up of our me etin g on April 7, 1986 d ur i ng which 
we di s cussed the draft report dated February 26, 198 6 entitled 
"Sit e Characterization and Reme di al Action Plan Former United 
Heckathorn Site, Richmond, California" {Plan), prepared by your. 
consultants, Harding Lawson Associates. 

At that meeting we informed you that our principal concern with 
th e dr aft Plan was the al 1 or nothing approach used to identify 
alternative remedial actions . At a subsequent meeting wit h your 
consvltants on AjLril 21, 1986 we indicated_ that we di s agre e with 
their in t erpretations of bi ol ogica 1 data c ol l ected to date 
regardin g t he demonstra t ion of benefic i al use i mpa ct s. A further 

t udy is be ing p l ~nned by the regulatory age ncies and we expect 
the company t o cont r ibute to its f und i ng . 

The out come of t his appr oach by your cons ultants was a 
recomme nded li st of a lt ernatives f or si te clean-up that is less 
i n s co pe than we fee 1 is a ppro p r ia t e for a s i t e as p o 1 1 u ted as 
t hP forme r United Heckat horn Site. 

T ~ e Regio na l Board ~nd Region a l Board s t aff are sens1 r 1ve to anrl 
aop r eciate t he need to stri~e on appr~p r i a te balance between ~~~ 
1ee" to mitigat e conditions at poll !!ted sites and the f1nar.c i~' 
co~ t s as sociated wi th site clean-up. We strongly recommend ' t 
t he ran ge of alternat i ves and the blending of various levels o • 
? fforts be reexami ned by your consultant. 

r examp l e , a range of options or sediments 1n Laur i tlen Can -
m1oht inc l ude no action until the USCE designftes a new ocean 
d posa l si t e, with provisions for interim c~pping or other 
is 1~t io n conc ept s and a time schedule for dredg i ng and transpor ­
~o an up land si te should the usee not designate an ocean dispcsa l 
s it l! . Dredgin g Hlec ted hot ' spot areas with upla nd disposal with 
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further dredging and ocean disposal at a later date, should also 
be evaluated. A similar consideration of various 1 evels of 
effort should be evaluated for the embankment soil' and upland 
soil areas. 

Other related issues that should be addressed in the final Plan 
concern the contention made in the draft Plan that implementation 
of a clean-up plan wil 1 disrupt business . Specifically, the 
final Plan should describe measures that can be taken to stage 
clean-up so as to minimize interferences with normal business 
operations s.uch as provisions for temporary electric supplies. 

Also, some analysis should be provided regarding the economic 
benefit to Levin Richmond Terminals resulting from dredging the 
entire length of Lauritzer Canal, as well as other improvements 
(i.e. asphalting site, relocation of railroad tracks, etc.} 

Finally, as regards groundwater monitoring, a frequency of at 
least quarterly will be required. 

If you nave any questions regarding this matter, please contact 
Ms. Robin Breuer ~t (415) 464-4223, or me at {415} 464-0503. 

C- · ~ . Mr. Fred Cox, PRTC 
Mr. J ohn Parr Cox, PRTC 
Mr. I vor Burden , Uf!OB 
Mr . M i~e Rugg, CDOFAG 
Mr. Claudia Willen, OOHS- TSC~ 
Mr. Dan Sergman , CCC-EHD 
Mr. J ames Sepulveda, DDA-CCC 
Mr. I vor Stokes, PRRC-U PACC 
Mr. Keith Howard, TDA 
Mr. J ohn Oba, UA 
Mr. J ohn H. s~n is t er, DYAM 

Sincerely, 

Donald D. Dalke, Chief 
Toxic Clea n-up Division 


